
Mr. Mike Spear
Regional J)lroctor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
P.O. Rex 1306
Alhuquorquo, Now MexIco 87103

Dear Mr. Spear:

January 20, 1987

As you are aware the Sonoran Pronqhorn Antel.opo Recovery
Tuai~moot at ~,uke Air Force Baso, Arizona on January 15, 1987.
The minutes of thin meeting wifl, he forwardod subsequent to
roviow by team members. A main topic of cliscuaston at this
urnating ww~ tho Draft ~ina1 Plan for the l3uonos Aires National
Wildlife Refuge CBANWR). In order tomcat coimunitments for
comments on thin document I felt it n000nriary to relay the
feelings of the Recovery Team on this topic to ~‘omi -trately.

Fl rst I want to express the approm~l.at.iun el tin) Recovery
Team on finding that the potential ox Lute wI~hi mm UANWRFor a
L~O~5ib1ere.ntronuction -,t ,no;;~ ~1i.~i i~L~-~topo . In
re~ii~wingwhat Literature is aval lab I.e en ii ;imr i~d i~itrihuti~...a

• and abundance of Sonoran pronçjhorn some I. e~mu~u nnnc1
clan fication. Pubi.l~lmoJostimatue of ~urhJr i)ru,~jhorn in this

• ~cntury h•t~re~ar1~i areun~1 lriU I 1v1Ju~l~. ~

literature suggesting dramatic Increases or chcruLuJos to this
number over the last 60 years. Historic. accounts of
distributions and abundances leave many quoetlnn and the ea~torn

P~1O of ~pno~mpt~onghoro -~ co tai.nly n~. ~ ~ -

hôwe~er that tramatic Impacts to the antelope popuL~tlon occurred
before or near the turn of the century. With the completion of
the current Sonoran pronghorn antelope study it wan learned that
Sonoran pronghorn are less tied to pep~iatlann in Mexico than
p’:e~tousiy boliovod and a Enco interchangeof antelope across the
t4e~lco border does not occur. It In alco significant to note
that most recent estimates of Sonoran pronghorn numbers within
Mexico has declined below 100 antelope. In bringing all this to
1i~jht, the current population of Sonuran pronyhorn antelope
t,tthin the U.S. is disjunct from the Mexican population and
numbers have not significantly changed in the last 60 years at
least.

i’ho main promise to meet recovery needs of thin antelope as

• — s_
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outlined in the Sonroan Pronghorn Recovery Plan is to expand th~.i
current population to 300 indivirluats or numbers determinod
feasible for the habitat. Obviou$i.y the current Sonoran
pronghorn antelope study answered many questions on the status,
ifioVOrnents, mortality, natality etc. hut also leave unanswered
questions. Such as what can ho done to Increase numbers to 300
or if this Is even possible. The i4onoran Pronghorn Antelope
Recovery Team feels that the only sure way to moot recovery needs
of this antolope subspecies to through expansion of thotr eur~:ent
range. IL is po~sibic that curronL c~u~jt-~eQndttions or
environmental factors within the present distribution of Sonorun
ptonghorn will limit numbers to near 100 antelope. Hopefully
future rosearch can more accurately describe onvirorunenta.l

: re~.tstancowithin the current distributions. However It is
possible that poj~ui.atlon Increases are not a reality In their
preraunt range. It is for this reason that the Sonoran Pronghorn
~tntolope Recovery ‘foam feols expanding tho current distribution
i~ nocossary.

I3ecausoof thu small and scattered population of Sonoran
antelope It Is not feasible to assume that 20 to 40 indIviduals
~:ro available for an Immediate tcansplant to any suitable vacant
habitat and the Recovery Taunt doom not or has not supported such
a thought. The real possibility doe~oxslsl; however to pen
propagate this antolopo. The Recovery Team is recommondinq such
a project. Ideally an area could ho sot aside to rocoive up to 4
antelope f~r propagation. In order to enhance ~jenetic varability

•“‘~--~tu~iopctrom thc ~tule ~e~:L ~a, ~ke~ ei~L~lu~~Ci:oiii thu
urowlor Valley area and a buck antelope from Mexico could he
~:aptured and transported to such a breeding fac1liLy~ Ultimately
with future captures of 3 to 4 antelope in conjunction with
continued breeding a suitable number of Sonoran pronçjhorn for

‘rel~ase ~bo~bt~ainod. I wouid also point out that a brooding
facility Ideally would be i.oactod In habitat sultahl.c for future
roloase hut this is not a requisite for such u facility. The
Recovery Tt~ani feels that )3ANWR does Indeod have the potential for
such a breeding facility and may contain habitat suitable for
future releases. The presence of Sonoran pronghorn antelope at
IMNWR would servo to enhancethe nature of the refuge for
supporting recovery of endangeredspecies of IJ.S. fauna. The
presence of a captive breeding herd of Sonoran prony~-tornwould
allow researchers tho opportunity to further investigate the
physiology and anatomy of this unique antelope, greatly enhancing
our understanding of Sonoran pronghorn.

I suggest that the issues of developing a breeding facility
for Sonoran proughorn and the suitability of future releases of



Sc,noran prongliorn b’ addro~ia’I ifl t~por~tto I. ~siieii For the

I3AWVJR • I ;aeuld also nuqqest: that a number of the Sonoran
L~ronghortt Ante

1opo Recovery Team hI-’ granted inoiubur~bip en
Antelope Study Toes being proposed for 8ANWR.

I hope you find those .uieas of n
support:. If I or any member of the Sonureii Pruncjltorn Ante 1,1)1)0
Recovery Tern can he of Ftirt;lier cl~3fltatanco please foul free to
contact ma at any Lime.

Sincere ly,

Richard Remington, loam Loader
Sonoran l’ronghorn Antelope Recovery To~-urt
3005 Pactfi.c Avenue
Yuma, AZ 85365
~602) 344034:36
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